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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Receipt of the response filed August 05 2005 regarding the Restriction/Election 
requirement is acknowledged. After fiirther consideration of applicant's comments, the 
Restriction/Election is withdrawn. Applicant's amendment filed July 30, 2004 amending claims 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed July 30, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation " a plurality of stock options. . and 
"a program storage device. . . for automatically analyzing characteristics of sub-time periods. . ." 
has not been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble 
is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process 
or the intended use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the 
preamble for completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to 
stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 
F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 

Furthermore, it seems that the applicant applies a more stringent standard to the 
references that to the limitations in the claims. This is a reversal of their appropriate roles, as the 
reference is used as a whole as a teaching in light of the level of skill in the art. The applicant 
also fails to recognized the level of skill in the art. In particular, the omission of the particular 
details in regard to comparison codes is due to the fact that comparison codes are a 
conventionally used technique in the art of pattern recognition wherein code reference data that 
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is stored in a database is matched to a code sequence (or vice versa). It is suggested in Garcia 
that pattern recognition is used in technical analysis strategy and is also suggested for traders to 
be better able to determine trading patterns of market makers in selected stocks and increase their 
probability of buying low and selling high. Thus rejections using Garcia are maintained and 
furnished below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pedains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. ' 

6. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 10344) as being unpatentable over Garcia (US 6,272,474 Bl). 

Garcia discloses a data processing system showing the price evolution of a plurality of stocks via the Internet, by which a candle 

stick display is used to indicate the high and the low sale price, the opening and the closing prices, and a sub-time period 

that indicates the percentage of sales that have occurred between the bid and the ask 

price (see Garcia, col. 5, 1 1 . 20+; and col. 6, 11 . 48+). 

Garcia fails to disclose a processor and a data storage means for storing data. 

However, it is notoriously old and well known in the ad that websites are graphical user interfaces that are launched by a web 
browser, found on a local computer (client), a web-server. Both the client and the server both have processing and storage 
capabilities. Thus to provide processing and storage capabilities to the website display disclosed by Garcia would have 
constituted an obvious expedient to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
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Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel S. Felten whose telephone number is (571) 272-6742, 
The examiner can normally be reached on Flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfial, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (571) 272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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